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Early Pyrrhonism

1 Scepticism
A Diogenes Laertius 9.61—2 (Caizzi 14, 6, 7, 9)

(1) ITéppwv *HAetos TTAerardpyov pev fiv vids, kaba kai diokAvis ioropei:
ws ¢not 8’ *AmoAAd8wpos év Xpovikois, mpdTepov v {wypddos, xai
fixovoe Bpiowvos 1ot Zridmwvos, ds *AAé€avdpos év diwadoyais, €lr’
*Avatdpyov, fvvaxodovddv mavrayxol, ws kal Tois yvuvocodiorais év
"Ivig ovppitar kai Tois Mdyous. (2) 68ev yevvaidrara Soxel prhogodijoar,
\ -~ 3 s vy - £ k4 ’ ¢ ) I3 <« >
70 Ths akaTadmpias xai émoxfis €ldos eloayaydv, ds ’Aoxdvios ¢ AB-
, , Yo \ » ” \ » > \ w
dnpirys ¢molv. (3) ovdév yap édaoxev olTe xalov obT aloypov ovTe
Slkaiov o’ ddiov: ral dpoiws émi mavrwy undév elvar 1) dAnfeiq, véuw
A \ ¥ 7 Al 3 I4 4 3 A} ~ / A /7
8¢ kal éBe mdvra Tovs dvlpwmovs mpdTTEw: 0¥ yap pdaAdov T8¢ 1) T68e
I [.4 k4 7 *r T A -~ 4 by 3 Ié A
elva €xaarov. (4) dxdrovlos 8’ v kal 7@ Biw, undeév éxtpemduevos unde
dvAarrduevos, dravra vdioTduevos, dudéas, €l TOxoL, Kal KpYUVOUS Kal
kUvas xal Aws undeév rais aiobigeow émrpémwy. owleobar uévror, kalba
daow of wept Tov Kapboriov "Avriyovov, imo Tév yvwpipwy mapaxoAov-
/ 3 s ’ -~ A 3 A \ A ~ 3 -~
Gotvrwy. Aiveaidnuos 8¢ dnot prrogodeiv uév adTov kara Tov Tis émoxiis
Adyov, un pévror y’ dmpoopdtws €xacta mpdTTEw. 6 O€ mpos Ta
évevikovra €1 katePfiw.

3 Bpiowvos Ménage e Suda: 8pdowvos codd. tob codd.: 7 Nietzsche, Roper . ds—diadoyais om.
F 6 *Aoxdvios codd.: ‘Exaraios Miiller 12 SAws Cobet: oa codd.: Soa {rowaira) Stephanus
émrpénwy BP: émrpémew F 14 Ths om. BP

Context: the opening of Diogenes’ life of Pyrrho. The life is a patchwork of various
sources and periods, extending from the near-contemporary Antigonus, 13, and
Eratosthenes {D.L. 9.66) down to at least the first—century B.c. Aenesidemus, 14.

1 On the sources, Diocles, Apollodorus and Alexander, cf. Mejer [32].

2 fwypddos This early carcer, embellished in B 1—3 and by Aristocles
(Eusebius, Pr. ev. 14.18.27), fits Pyrrho’s subsequent scepticism suspiciously well; cf.
axnvoypadia, D 4.

3 Bplowvos rob Xridmwvos A notorious crux, cf. Giannantoni [62}, 26—30.
Pyrrho cannot have been taught by any son of Stilpo’s, since he and Stilpo were of
much the same age; and Stilpo is named as Timon’s first teacher (D.L. 9.109). The
mention of Bryson and Stilpo is an attempt by the ‘succession’ writers to connect
Pyrrho with the Megarians and perhaps thereby to Socrates; cf. Sudas.v. Zwkpdrys,

10
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Early Pyrrhonism

an entry which gives Pyrrho a further Socratic pedigree via the local Elean school of
Phaedo (note too the connexions drawn between Phaedo, Stilpo and Menedemus at
D.L. 2.105). The Socratic succession for Pyrrho was a rival to his Eleatic-Democritean
pedigree, as in Eusebius, Pr. ev. 14.17.10. Megarian influence on Pyrrho’s scepticism
has often been posited (cf. Brochard {s52], 52 n. 1; von Fritz [71], col. 93; Berti [75],
75), but too uncritically. There are striking similarities between the Megarian Stilpo’s
Cynic style of moralizing and Timon; cf. Long [69], 71—3. But Timon seems to
distance Pyrrho from any interest in Megarian metaphysics; and note his
contemptuous dismissal of all Socratics including Megarians, 3D. On Timon himself,
see notes on 3l-m.

4 ’Avaféapyou Material in 72 DK, and cf. von Fritz [71], cols. 94-s.
Timon’s one reference to him is partly pejorative, fr. 832, but this should not count
against his having had decisive influence on Pyrrho.  yupvooodiorais Described
by Megasthenes and the Cynic Onesicritus at Strabo 15.1.59-65; and cf. Plutarch,
Alex. 64. Pyrrho’s astounding imperturbability (cf. B—C) can certainly be compared
with the reported anecdotes on Indian asceticism and indifference to conventional
values.

s OBev The scope of the conjunction probably extends back only to the Indian
sages. On yevvaidrara drhocodfisar as a characteristically Cynic commendation of
Pyrrho’s mental and moral pre-eminence, cf. Brancacci [83], 219-30.

6 70...eloayay@v As technical terms, émoys} and draradmihia probably
postdate Pyrrho, originating with Zeno and Arcesilaus; see 68 and cf. Couissin {73],
381—6. But F and G entitle us to attribute concepts of suspension of judgement and
non-cognition to early Pyrrhonism, though these should not be assimilated to the use
of émoxj and dxaradmpia in Stoic-Academic debates; cf. Caizzi adloc.  'Aokdwvi-
os Otherwise unknown, and hence emended by C. Miiller, FHG u p. 384 1., to
‘Hecataeus’ of Abdera, a pupil of Pyrrho (D.L. 9.69) and a historian best known for his
ethnography. However, the postulated corruption is hard to account for.

710 Democritus had contrasted the conventionality (vépew) of secondary qualities
{yAvkd, mucpdv etc.) with the reality of atoms and void (cf. KRS 549, and vol. 1, 57)
and is also credited with saying that ‘truth is in the depths’, 68A 2. Pyrrho’s claim is
that véuos and éfos account for all predications and grounds for action (cf. I), since
‘nothing exists in truth’. The complete generality of Pyrrho's thesis, as stated here,
accords with F. But his particular concern with outlawing objective values is evident
in the priority given to xaAdv, aloypdv, Sikaiov, ddukov. For the Democritean
background of 0% udAdov, cf. De Lacy [80]; Graeser [81].

10-15 The picture of Pyrrho’s consistent refusal to make conventional
discriminations resembles Aristotle’s account of how someone (counterfactually)
would behave who really rejected the principle of non-contradiction, Metaph. I'.4,
1008b12—26; cf. Long [57], 94—7, and see further note on F 12—14. However fanciful,
the picture goes back to Antigonus in the 3rd century B.c., in contrast with
Aenesidemus’ much later claim that Pyrrho’s suspension of judgement gua
philosopher did not make him careless in daily life.



1 Scepticism
B Diogenes Laertius 9.62—4 (Caizzi 10, part, 28, 11)

*Avriyovos 8¢ ¢now & Kapiarios év ¢ Ilepi ITippwvos 1dSe mepl adrod, i oy dpxnv
G80éds 1€ fv xal mévys kai {wypddos. odxleafal T€ avrod év "HAd: év 7@ yvuvasiw
s » bl ~
Aapmadiords perpiws Exovras. (1) ékmarely Te avTov kal épnudlew, omaviws
s 3 Ié ~ » ~ ~ ~
mor’ émpawduevoy Tois oikoi. TobTo 8¢ moLely dxovsavta “IvBol Twos
3 ’ 3 / 14 y b b4 / 4 k4 k] Vé
ovedilovros "Avatdpyw s ovk dv éTepdy Twa Si8déar obTos dayalddv,
k] A 3 \ -~ -~
avTos avAas Bagidixas Bepamebwy. del T° €lvar év T adTd KaTagTipaTe,
o 3 k] ~
do1’ €l kal Tis adToV KaTaimor perald Aéyovra, adTd Siamepaivery Tov
Ié \ / A € -~ -~ Y A A
Adyov . . . (2) kaTaAndleis 6é mote kal avTd Aaddv kal épwrnbels v
-~ \ ~
alriav édn pelerdv ypmoros eivar. év Te Tais {nrricecw m’ ovdevos
~ \ A 3 ~ 14 A \ 3 4 o A
katedpoveito Sta 1O €fodikds Aéyew kai mpos épwtyow Sfev kal
- » -~ -~ -~ -~
Novopdvny 118n veavioxov Svra Onpalbivar. épagre yolv yivesbar deiv Tiis
A 14 ~ -~ -~ -~
pév dwabéoews tis Iuppwrvelov, 1w 6é Adywv Tdv €avrod. édeyé Te
4 A 14 7’ M 4 k4 A A
moAAdxis xat "Emicovpov avudlovra mjv Ildppwvros avaarpodny cuveyes
3 ~ ~ A A -~ 2 -~ o
avTol mvvBdvesbar 1T€pl‘ avTob. ofrw 8’ abrdv imé 1is marpidos TeunBival Hote kal

dpxiepéa kataoTioar adrov xal 8t éxeivov mdor Tols prrogddois drédeay Yndicaodar.
1 év—ITéppwvos om. F 10 76 {xai 8i)efodikdds Kithn 15 karagrijoar BP: reunbivas F

Context: immediately following A.

3 perpiws &govras ‘Well proportioned’ {cf. Plato, Tht. 191d), not ‘indiffer-
ent’ (Hicks in Loeb ed.). éxmaretv A characteristic of other philosophers in
Diogenes; cf. 1.112, 4.19, 9.3

4—6 The Indian’s reproach to Anaxarchus recalls Diogenes the Cynic’s contempt
for flattery; cf. his frr. 422—s Giannantoni [36].

6 éei...xaraorpan Cf. 2B-D.

9 peherav Cf. Epicurus’ advice to Menoeceus, 25A 3 and 23] 1. Pyrrho's pupil
Philo was described by Timon as Tov dn’ avfpdimwv adréoxodov adrorarnmiv (D.L.
9.69).

10 €oBikds . . . épadynow  These expressions seem to imply that Pyrrho was
equally effective in extended or rhetorical discourse (é€08tk@s) and in dialectic (mpds
épadrrnow); cf. S.E., M. 2.6 (=SVF 2.294). On Timon’s evidence, however (cf. 2C~
D), Pyrrho’s philosophical stance was one of indifference to conventional styles of
argument or inquiry.

10-14 The atomist Nausiphanes’ interest in Pyrrho is made the more credible by
his scepticism about empirical knowledge (Seneca, Ep. 88.43—5). On the philosophical
significance of Epicurus’ admiration for Pyrrho, cf. Sedley {104}, 136—7, and Gigante
[106], 37-49.

14—15 For discussion, cf. Caizzi [64] ad loc.

C Diogenes Laertius 9.66—7 (Caizzi 154, 16, 51, 20, part)

h) /7 > /. /. 1 -~ AY \ 3 4
(1) kai kvvds wor’ émevexlévros Sracofnbévra eimeilv mpos Tov alTiacde-
€ \ » [ 4 -~ > -~ \ bl 7 3
vov, ws xaAemov €in dloaxepis éxdivar Tov Avlpwmov: Siaywvileabar &
ws oldv Te mpdoTov pév Tois €pyois Tpos TA mpdyuata, € 8¢ wi, TG ye
A A -~ A ~
Ayw. paoci 8¢ kai onmTikdY dapudkwy kal TOUWY Kal kKabgewv € Tvos
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Early Pyrrhonism

o > A Y > \ \ \ > - ~ v e
édkovs adTey mpooevexfévTwr, dAda undé Tas ddpis ouvayayeiv. xal $
Tinwy 8¢ Siagadei Ty 8idbeow adrob év ols mpés ITibwva Siéteiow. (2) dAAa kal
DPldwv 6 "Abyvai 5 ST0l vs, €A o5 éué
vaios, yvdpuyros avTol yeyovws, €deyev ws éuéuvnTo
7 \ Ié L 3 8\ \ QO / 0 4 3 A \
pdAisra pév Adypoxpitov, elra 8¢ ral ‘Oufpov, Bavudlwv adrov xal
A Ié “ o / / Vs A Y ~ 3 N4
auvexes Aéywv “oln mep pOAAwy yever), Toln 8¢ xai avdpdv” . . . mpodépea-
fa: 8¢ kal . .. Goa ouvrelvel els 70 aBéPatov kai kevéamovdov dua kal
radapiddes v avlpdmwy.

2 Tovom. F

Context: life of Pyrrho.

1—2 The same story, with minor modifications, is cited by Aristocles on
Antigonus of Carystus’ authority at Eusebius, Pr. ev. 14.18.26 (Caizzi 158). éx80-
var  Cf. éxdvaw in Timon 2C 3, and the uses of dmexvvopar cited by Caizzi [64] in
her note on the latter passage.

3—4 €pyois...Aéyw Not flinching at extreme pain, 4—5, presumably
exemplifies Siaywvileobar . . . épyous, and back-up by Adyos, if one does succumb,
should involve reflection on the complete indifference of everything, A 7—10. Cf. the
involuntary reactions of the Stoic wise man, which do not command his assent, 65Y.

6 MbBwva G is quoted from this work, on which see Ferrari [88], 208.

6-11  Aristocles, probably following Antigonus of Carystus, elaborates Pyrrho’s
relation to Democritus into ‘an encounter with Democritus’ books’ (Eusebius, Pr. ev.
14.18.27}, a characteristic biographical touch (c¢f. D.L. 7.2 on Zeno of Citium). For
interesting suggestions about what Pyrrho found so attractive in Democritus, cf.
Caizzi [82]. Sextus also records and elaborates Pyrrho’s love of Homer, M. 1.272,281.
On the quotation of Homer, II. 6.146, and the other Homeric lines omitted here, cf.
Conche [72], 26. On the Cynic resonance of the terms ¢8éBaiov . . . maidapiddes,
and on Timon's Silloi as the source of such characterizations of Pyrrho, see Long [69],
69.

D Sextus Empiricus, M. 7.87-8
otk SAlyor 8é Foav, ds mpocimov, of kai Tovs mwepl MnTpdbwpov kal
,A /’ » 8 A M Ié 4 3> / A 14 ’AA A
vaapyov éri 8¢ Mévipov drjoavres avnpmrévar T6 kpiripiov, dAAG
’ A 4 L 3 (33 > 1 » 3IQ k4 \ ~ » o 3 z
Mmrpé8wpov pév 61 elmev “00bév lopev, 008’ avTo TobTo lopev STt 0Ddev
» tad > / A A / o ’ b ’ ¥
lopev”, "Avaéapyov 8¢ kal Mdviywov 67t axmroypadia dmelkacay Ta Svra
Tols T€ kaTa Umvous 7 paviay mpoominToval TavTa wuotwadar SmélaBov.

Context: doxography of the criterion of truth.

For Metrodorus of Chios see 70 DK, and for Monimus of Syracuse, frr. 1—5
Giannantoni [36]. Eusebius, Pr. ev. 14.19.8, after citing a version of Metrodorus’
dictum, comments: 7is €6BoA7) kakds édwkev dpopuas TG pera TavTa yevouévw
ITéppwwi. The Cynic Monimus was probably somewhat younger than Pyrrho; his
affinity with early Pyrrhonism is evident in S.E., M. 8.5: rdya 8¢ xai Méviypos 6 xiwv
[sc. unBév elvai dnow dAnbés], Tidov elmaw Ta mdvra. On Tidos as a favourite
Cynic term for self-importance and self-deception, and its use by Timon and later
Pyrrhonism, cf. Long [69], 74—5, and the wide-ranging study by Caizzi [84].

4 oxnvoypadiq Cf. Caizzi [64] ad loc.
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1 Scepticism
E Diogenes Laertius 9.60

odros [sc. ’Avdfapyos| ia v dmdBeiar xai edxodiav Tob Biov Eddaipo-
vikos éxadeiTor kal Gy éx Tob pdoTov duvartos ocwdpovilew.

Context: life of Anaxarchus.
I &mwdbeiav Sce note on 2F s—7.

F Aristocles (Eusebius, Pr. ev. 14.18.1—5; Caizzi 53)

(1) dvaykaiws 8 éxer mpo mavros Sraoxéfachar mepl 1is Nudv avTav
yriroews: €l yap ad undév mepvxapev yvwpilew, obdév ére dei mepl Taw
A wv oromeiv. éyévovto pév odv kal TGV mdAal Twés of dévres THvde THY
dwviiy, ols dvrelpnrev *Apiotorédns. (2) ioxvoe pév Towadra Aéywv kal
ITppwv 6 *HAeios' GAX’ adtos uév ovdév év ypady kararédoimev, 6 8¢ ye
pabyris adrod Tipwv ¢not Seiv Tov példovra eddaipoviicew eis Tpia
rabra PAémew mpdTov uév, dmoia mépuke Ta mpdyuarta:- Seirepov 8¢, Tiva
xp7) Tpoémov Nuds mpos avTa Saxeiobar Tedevraiov 8¢, T{ mepiéoTal Tois
olrws €xovar. (3) Ta uév odv mpdypard ¢now avTov dmodaivew én’ lons
ddiddopa rai dordfunta xail dvemipira: (4) 8td TobTo pijTe Tas alabioeis
Nuav wijte ras 86€as aAnfevew 1) fevdeabar. Sia ToiTo odv undé mioTevew
abrais Seiv, BAN ddofdaTous kai dxAweis kal dxpaddvrous elvar, mepl évos
éxdaTov Aéyovras 6L 0b udAdov éaTw 1) 0Ok EoTwv 7] Kal €07t kal ovk 0Ty
7 olre éoTw olre otk €oTw. (5) Tois pévror ye Siakeiuévois ovTw
mepiéoeabar Tluwv ¢nat mpodTov pév ddaciav, émeira 8 drapaéiav,
Alvmoldnuos 8 §8oviiv. (6) Ta uév odv xeddraia TV Aeyouévwy éori
Tavra.

2ad codd.: adroi Dicls 4 pévroadra I’ pévroi radra OD 5 8¢ ye I 8¢ ON 10 dvemikpita
ON: dvéyxpira I® 8:a Todro codd.: 8id 16 Zeller 12 évos ON: om. I° 14 % obre éarev om I
As the richest single item of evidence for Pyrrho’s philosophy, this extract requires
careful scrutiny. We need to determine first its value as historical testimony, and
secondly the nature of the inferences in section 4, which answer the second question in
section 2.

Eusebius’ main purpose in Pr. ev. 14 is to contrast Greek philosophers’
disagreements with the consistency of the Hebrews (14.2.7f.). From 14.16.13 to
14.21.7 he deals with philosophers’ discrepant views on epistemology, structuring his
polemical surveys around the trustworthiness or untrustworthiness they ascribe to
sense-perception. Five groups of philosophers are treated: (a) Eleatics (including
Xenophanes) and Megarians, 14.17.1-9; (b) Pyrrhonian Sceptics, 14.18.1—30; (c)
Cyrenaics, 14.18.31-14.19.7; (d) ‘Those who say bodily sensations are entirely
trustworthy’, including Protagoras and Metrodorus of Chios, 14.19.8—14.20.12; {¢)
Epicureans (presented as an offshoot of Cyrenaics), 14.20.13—14.21.7. Nearly all this
material purports to be virtually verbatim quotation from Aristocles of Messene's On
philosophy (probably book 8, so Pr. ev. 14.16.13 in most codd.). Eusebius begins his
extract from Aristocles on Pyrrho by saying one can learn to refute such opinions dmé
100 dnAwbévros ovyypduparos G8é my wpos Aéfw éxovros. Many of his quotations

5
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Early Pyrrhonism

are given this ‘verbatim’ authorization (e.g. 11.10.16, 11.18.26, 11.23.12), and the
independent survival of some of the cited texts {e.g. 11.26.5ff. =Plato, Alc.1) justifies
the claim.

F, then, should be regarded as an authentic excerpt from Aristocles, a Peripatetic
philosopher recently redated by Moraux [14], 83—92, from the late second century
A.D. to a period not later than the early first century a.D. Aristocles was bitterly hostile
to all the groups of philosophers for whom Eusebius quotes him; in Pr. ev., 14.18.5—7,
immediately following F, he refutes the Timon passage (F s—15) at length, and then
passes to objections to Pyrrhonism closely based on Aristotle, Metaph. I'.s—6,
returning to Pyrrho and Timon at 14—19, 26-8. He cites Timon’s Pytho at 14.18.14
and his Silloi at 14.18.16ff,, and Antigonus of Carystus life of Pyrrho at 14.18.26.
Aenesidemus is mentioned at F 16, and Aristocles also refers to his ‘Ymordmwots
(14.18.11) and his Maxpai oroixerddboers (14.18.16). In his conclusion he speaks of
Pyrrhonism as ‘only recently’ revived in Alexandria by Aenesidemus (14.18.29), a
remark which speaks strongly in favour of the new chronology of Aristocles’ life
proposed by Moraux [14], 89.

Aristocles” knowledge of Aenesidemus seems extremely sketchy (cf. Kriiger [87],
112-13), and his refutations of Pyrrhonism recall Sextus Empiricus very little
(contrast 71D). He never uses the standard terms émox7 and awduevov, and his list of
Aenesidemus’ nine (sic}) Modes is defective and garbled (14.18.11). All this tends to
suggest that Aristocles’ report of Timon is based upon an authentic document of early
Pyrrhonism, and is little if at all contaminated by later scepticism. The vocabulary of
the text supports this conclusion: Sextus does not use dordfunros, dxAwss or
drpddavros, all of which words are pre-Hellenistic; cf. Caizzi [64] ad loc. (Timon’s
Pytho would be a highly appropriate work in which to report Pyrrho’s revelation of
the sources of happiness; cf. C 6 and Ferrari [88], 208.)

None of these suggestions implies that Aristocles’ report of Timon should be
regarded as quotation rather than paraphrase; cf. Stopper [63], 271. but Stopper, 273,
is unduly suspicious when he suggests that 7 kai ég7t xai o0x €ariv 7) oDre EaTwv 0UTe
otk éo7w, F 13—14, may be an Aristotelian importation by Aristocles. See below.

s—14 Invol. 1, 16-17, we opt for the metaphysical interpretation of lines o—11
proposed by Caizzi [64], 225—7, instead of the narrowly epistemological reading
fashionable since Zeller [1]. Conceivably Pyrrho argued thus: (a) If the world has a
determinate nature, it will be truly or falsely describable by a definite theory. (b) But
all existing definite theories about the world conflict with one another in such a way
that there is no reason to prefer one such theory to another. (c) Nor is it possible to
think of some other definite theory T* which is immune to this absence of preference.
{d) Therefore there is no reason to think that the world is truly or falsely describable
by a definite theory. (¢) But {d) contradicts (a). (f) Therefore the world does not have
a determinate nature. (g) And a world which does not have a determinate nature is not
something which can be truly or falsely perceived or opined. (h) Therefore our
perceptions or opinions are neither true nor false. (Some support for step (b} in this
argument may be found in Aenesidemus’ report of Pyrrho at 71A 1.)

12—-14 The striking similarity between what the Pyrrhonist should say about each
thing and Aristotle’s characterization of the dédaoia of someone who denies the
principle of non-contradiction, Metaph. I.4, 1008a30—s, is pointed out by Long [57],
91-3, and Reale [74], 315—21. The triadic structure of 6—14 (cf. Ferrari [78], 362) goes
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1 Scepticism

against Stopper’s suggestion (see above) that the second and third disjuncts in 13-14
are importations by Aristocles from Aristotle. But Stopper is probably right to object
to any formal rejection of the principle of non-contradiction by Timon’s Pyrrho.
These expansions of the ot udAdov formula are best interpreted as indications of the
utterly non-committal language that the Pyrrhonist recommends.

16 W8owviv  For discussion of this unexpected term, see Caizzi [64] ad loc.

G Diogenes Laertius 9.76 (Caizzi 54, part)

onpaiver odv 1 v [sc. “ot pdAdov”’], kabfld dnor kai Tipwy év 76 ITHBwre
“16 undev opllew, dAX’ ampoolfereiv.”

For o9 naAlov in later Pyrrhonism, cf, 71C 6-7. ampooflereiv, a hapax, expresses the
opposite of mpoarifiesfar in its familar sense, ‘vote for’, ‘assent to’. mpdofeats and
mpoorifecBar are found in sceptical texts as synonyms for ovykardflecis and
avykaratiBeabar, which, by Chrysippus’ date, are the standard Stoic expressions for
‘assent’. See 69A 7, and, for the combination of both words, S.E., M. 7.225. Timon’s
use of dmpoofereiv rather than éméyew vel sim. probably indicates the absence of any
fixed sceptical terminology at this time.

H Diogenes Laertius 9.104—5 (including Caizzi 55, 63A)

ndAw of Soyparikol paow xai Tov Blov adrovs dvaipeiv, év ¢ mavr’ éxfdAovow €€ v 6
Bios guvéoTnxev. ol 8¢ Ppevdeabal paoty adrods: od yap 16 6pav dvaipeiv, GAAG T TS Opav
dyvoeiv. (1) kal yap 76 pawduevov 1i8éuela, odx ws xal TowobTov év. kai 67t
76 wip kaler alobavopeba: el 8¢ dvow éxel kavaTikny éméxopev. xai 67
- I3 v ’ - 2 ~ ’ > o~ 3
kweirai Tis BAMémopev, xal 61u dleiperar mids 8¢ radra yiverat odk {apev. povov odv,
14 > / \ 1 ’ -~ ’ » +
daagiv, avBiordueba mpos Ta mapvdiaTdueva Tois pawouévors ddnAa. kai
yap 67€ 1My elxdva éfoxas Aéyouev Exew, 76 dawlduevov dacadoiper:
” k4 i \ » 3 A k4 4 3 / o I o M
otav O elmwuev w1 éxew avtny éfoxds, oUkéTL O daiverar €repov 8é
7/ b A € s > -~ / ’ A 3 7 M
Aéyopev: (2) 60ev xai ¢ Tipwv é&v v¢ 1160wy dnor un éxPefyrévac v
14 v -~ ’ ~ o / L4 \ \ 14 4
guviifeiav. kal év Tois "[vBalpois ovTw Aéyer “dAAa 10 dawduevor mdvry
aféver obmep dv EABY.” (3) xal év Tois Iepl alabrioeww dyat, “70 uéii omu
3y A AN kA 14 \ y o 14 € -~ %
éori yAuxv ob Tifnue, 16 8’ 6L Palverar opoloyd.

2 dvaupeiv dgt: avapei BFP sodvom. F 10 wavry F, Galenus, De diagnosc. puls. 1.2, 8.781 Kithn:
mavri BP et S.E, M. 7.30 11 péxe Cobet: pév codd.

Context: Diogenes is reporting later Pyrrhonist replies to the objection by doctrinaire
philosophers that scepticism makes life impossible; cf. S.E., PH 1.13, 19—24, 92.

Anecdotes such as A 4 and C 1 imply that such charges were already being
advanced against Pyrrho, with Timon answering them as here. Cf. 2D for Pyrrho’s
easc of action. Note that in the gallery of philosophers who make life impossible,
Timon’s Epicurean contemporary Colotes (cf. note on context of 68H) includes the
Academic sceptics but not the Pyrrhonists. Is this duc to Epicurcan sympathy for
Pyrrho (cf. B 2), which may have led them, like Cicero, to emphasize his moral stance
rather than his scepticism?

11 oBéver The verb has an archaic and poetic ring; cf. Aeschylus, Ag. 296;
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Early Pyrrhonism

Euripides, Hec. 49. oUwep &v &EN8n  For o5 =olin later Greek, cf. LS]s.v. ds o b.2.
It is odd to write of ‘the appearance’ as going anywhere; perhaps take an unexpressed
715 to be the subject of &A@y, or suppose a personal subject to have been indicated in
the previous line.

11-12  The only surviving reference to this work, which may have dealt with the
kind of material found in Aenesidemus’ third mode; cf. 72D. In any case Sextus
repeats Timon at PH 1. 19~20. At Aristotle, Metaph. I'.4, 1008b20 ‘sweet or not
sweet’ exemplifies the kind of opinions that anyone who ‘does anything” must have. It
is conceivable that the interpretation we give in vol.  imputes to Timon too much of
later Pyrrhonism. Instead of adumbrating the use of 76 dawduevoy as a practical
criterion, he might be simply registering the admission that, notwithstanding the
complete indeterminacy of nature, things do manifest themselves to human beings in
a determinate way; cf. Caizzi [79], 93—s.

I Sextus Empiricus, M. 11.140 (Timon fr. 844, Caizzi 64)

( . I ) , s , - , Vs
pdvews obv éorar guyeiv TadTyy [sc. doxInolav), el Smodeitayuev 76 TaparTopévey KaTd THY
~ ~ A » ~ - 14 » 3 I / b »
TOU KAKOU ¢v'y1]v 7 Kara 17‘]v TOU &ya@ov &'wfw, oTL OVUTE a‘yaGov TL quoec €0TL OVUTE

I y \ > -~ /7 4 bad A A
KakKov, “QAA(I WPO‘S avepd)ﬂwv TAUTA VOUW KEKPLTAL , KATA TOV TL’,L(.UVa.

3 vouew Hirzel: véw codd.

Context: Sextus is concluding an argument that mental disturbance is caused by efforts
to pursue the good and avoid the bad. Timon’s pentameter line is quoted in support of
the non-naturalness of anything good or bad. It probably comes from his Indalmoi, the
only one of his works known to have been written in elegiacs.

3 Hirzel's emendation is widely accepted, and fits A 3 very well.

J Cicero, Tusc. 5.85 (Caizzi 69L)

haec [sc. Stoicorum, Epicuri, Hieronymi etc.] sunt sententiae quae stabilitatis
aliquid habeant; nam Aristonis Pyrrhonis Erilli non nullorumque aliorum
evanuerunt.

Context: doxography of bonum.
For Cicero’s grouping of Pyrrho, Aristo and Herillus, see notes on 2G-H.

K Seneca, NQ 7.32.2 (Caizzi 71)

itaque tot familiae philosophorum sine successore defictunt: Academici et
veteres et minores nullum antistitem reliquerunt; quis est qui tradat praecepta
Pyrrhonis?

Context: the decline of philosophy as a sign of general degeneration.

Glucker [42], 340, takes Seneca to-know of Aenesidemus’ revival of Pyrrhonism at
Alexandria, and also to know of it as ‘already extinct after the death of Aenesidemus
and his pupils’. But this presumes too much. Even if neo-Pyrrhonism was not a formal
school, the list of Aenesidemus’ successors at D.L. 9.116 speaks against such an
extinction, which Glucker posits, it seems, in order to justify his belief in Seneca’s

8



2 Trangquillity and virtue

knowledge of Alexandrian philosophy. There were many contemporary develop-
ments in philosophy of which Seneca makes no mention. Unlike Cicero, however,
Seneca does associate Pyrrhonists with scepticism; cf. Ep. 88.44.

2 Tranquillity and virtue
A Aristocles (Eusebius, Pr. ev. 14.18.17; Timon fr. 782, Caizzi §7, part)

€. 8 008¢v SpeXds dari Taw ASyw, T Huiv dvoxrobiow; 5 8id 7{ Tiuwy dnoiv- “ovk dv &)
ITéppwvi v’ épiaa)eev BpoTos dAros;”
1 Huiv Stephanus: pjv codd.

Context: Aristocles confronts the Pyrrhonists with a dilemma: either their Adyo. are
intended to improve us, in which case they are not sceptical; or their Aéyo. are useless,
and it is pointless for Timon to hold up Pyrrho for admiration.

Timon’s line is 2 parody of Homer, Il. 3.223: odx dv émeir’ "O8vaiji y’ éplocerev
BpoTos dAhos.

B Aristocles (Eusebius, Pr. ev. 14.18.19; Timon fr. 783, Caizzi §8, part)

soy s 5 . _ . , - , . -
008¢ yap éxeivo pain Tis &v, 71 Tovs véuovs SeSoixaat xal Tas Tiuwplas of TolobTor MW
N A v , L, " v, 7 T, -
yap ol ye dmafeis xai drdpayot, kafdmep abrol daow, Svres; 0 Y€ Tov 1wy TavTA
A / 1 -~ /
ral Aéyer mept Tob [Tvppwvos:

aAX’ olov Tov dtvdov éyw iBov 18° dddpacTov

mdgw doois Sduvavtar Spws darol Te darol Te,

Aadw €Bvea kobda, Bapuvduer’ évla kai évla

éx mabéwv 86€ns Te ral elxains vopobixys.
4 dAX’ olov ON: d\ocov I° s dduvavra: Spws Wachsmuth: duvavras Bporaw I’ 6 Bapuvdper’
Stephanus: Bapivouev 1% Bapwwopevos ON
Context: continuation (cf. A) of Aristocles’ criticism of Pyrrhonism.

4 GAA’ ofov and {Sov indicate the Homeric Nekuia as the model of Timon'’s
parody, as in 3F; cf. Od. 11.519,568 etc. @tudov Pyrrho is immune to the ridos
characteristic of people in general, as too is the Stoic wise man (D.L. 7.117), though
not the school’s founder in Timon’s satire, 3F; see note on 1D. &8dpacrov Of
Hades in Homer, Il. 9.158.

s ddaroi Te darol re So Hesiod, Erg. 3.

6 Aa@v &bvea xotpa Cf Homer, Il 13.495 and Parmenides, 28 8 6.7 DK.

7 elkains vopobixns Epicurus condemns ‘legislation” in cosmology, 18C 3, a
passage whose language has much in common with Pyrrhonism. For eikaiys, cf. 3G;
the Stoics made dveicaidrys a dialectical virtue, 31B 3.

C Diogenes Laertius 9.64 (Timon fr. 822, Caizzi 60)

kal 87 kal {nAwras elye moAdods Tis dmpaypooivys: 60ev kal 6 Tipwy
\ > -~ o 9 -~ U A4 ~ Id
mepl adTod dnow olrws év 7o IT68ww kai év Tois Zidows:



Early Pyrrhonism

& yépov, & IMippwv, més 1) mélev Exduow edpes

Aatpeins Sofwv [re] xeveoppoaivns Te codiarav,

kal wdons dmdrys melbols 7’ dmedvoao deaud; 5
008’ éueréy gou Tabra peraldijoar, Tives adpar

‘EAXGS’ éxovo, mdfev Te xal €ls 6 T kUpel éxacTa.

3 éxduow BP: éxAvaw FP(corr.) 4 xeveo- Usener: re xevo- codd. 6 008’ épelev P: 0vBe pée B:
008¢é puéet F peradrfoar Wachsmuth: peraddijoew Pcorr): perdArnow B: peraperjoew F Ti-
ves Cobet: Twos {rivos F) codd.

Context: life of Pyrrho.

1 &mwpaypooivns Contrast the codioral of 3A; Pyrrho's indifference to
science recalls Plato’s and Xenophon’s Socrates.

3—4 Cf. Timon’s characterization of two of Pyrrho’s disciples {D.L. 9.69): he calls
Eurylochus wodeutddrartos Tois sopiorais, and Phile indifferent to 36€a and épides.

6—7 We follow Diels [68], fr. 48 note, in taking these lines to refer to speculation
on meteorology and cosmology (for mdfev . . . ékaara, cf. Simplicius’ account of
Anaximander, é¢ &v 8¢ 1) yéveats Tois odat, kai Ty $pfopav els Tabra yiveshar, 128
1 DK). Lloyd-Jones/Parsons [66] ad loc. favour taking adpac to refer to currents of
philosophical opinion, and perhaps reading éxdarn (Wilamowitz) for éxagra.

D Diogenes Laertius 9.65, Sextus Empiricus, M. 11.1, 1.305 (Timon fr. 841,
Caizzi 61)

-~ ré h 4 4 ¢ I T 3 -~
T0076 pot, & Ilbppwv, {peiperar Rrop axobvoad,
was mor’ avip dudyews priora ned’ fovyins
alel dppovriorws kai dxwiTws katd TavTa
\ /7 Id € e 14
un mpogéxwv divois 16vAdyov gopins,
podvos 8’ avlpdrmoiar Beot Tpdmov fyepovedes, s
Os mept maoav éXGwv yaiav dvacTpéderar,
Sewvis ebrdpvov adaipns mupikadTopa kikAov.
2 dvijp Sudyers Caizzi: dwijp 67" dyers vel sim. codd. 4 8ivois Nauck: 8echois codd. s 8 Sextus:
év Diogenes Yyepoveveis Sextus: -wv Diogenes 6 éaw Stephanus: éAév codd. 7 opaipns
Diels: adaipas codd.
Lines 1, 2, § are cited by Diogenes from Timon’s Indalmoi, line 2, pfioTa to end of 4,
by Sextus at M. 11.1, and 5—7 at M. 1.305. For discussion of the language, cf. Caizzi
[64] ad loc. Timon's description here of Pyrrho’s equipoise, together with other such
descriptions {(cf. Timon fr. 838), may well be the source of such biographical
embellishments as D.L. 9.62—3, 66-8; cf. Long [69], 69.
6—7 With Timon's sun comparison, cf. Lucretius 3.1043—4, on Epicurus.
Epicureans and Pyrrho could derive support for their supreme evaluation of
tranquillity from such accounts of Democritus as are recorded at D.L. 9.45.

E Sextus Empiricus, M. 11.19—20 (Timon fr. 842, Caizzi 62)

mept ey yap Tis mpos Ty Pplow vmoordoews TV Te dyaldv kai kakdy
14 I b €t -~ -~
kai o08erépwv ixavol mdis elaw Huiv dydves mpos Tovs Soypartikols' kara
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2 Tranquillity and virtue

A \ ’ 4 o ~ » 3 A} w \ A 3 4
8¢ 10 pawduevoy TobTwy éxacTov Exopev éos dyalov 7 kaxov 7 dSiddopov
mpogayopevew, xalldmep xal 6 Tiuwv év Tois "IvdaAuois éotre SnAodv,
érav ¢

X \ b] A s 7/ L. 7 LS
1) yap éywv épéw, ds pov katadaiverar elvar,
-~ > 7 k4 \ w Ié
wibov dAnbeins 3pfov éxwv xavéva,
€ € -~ ’ 4 \ > -~ k)
ws 1 700 Belov Te Piais xal Tadyabod aies
b3 k4 3 /’ 14 b \ /’
&¢ v ladraros yiverar avdpt Blos.

4’Ivdadpois Fabricius: owdduois vel sim. codd. 6 % Gen.: § N: 7 LE 8 s 7 codd.: us LR
Bury alel Gen.: del codd.: éxer Natorp: comma post alel del. Burnyeat

6—9 These lines are plausibly taken to be Pyrrho’s answer to Timon'’s question in
D, ie. they explain the source of his extraordinary equipoise (cf. {odraros, 9).
Traditionally, it was generally supposed that 8 is a complete sentence, meaning ‘that
the nature of the divine and the good exists for ever’; but the omission of any verb was
always found difficult. In vol. 1, 21, we accept the radically different interpretation
proposed by Burnyeat {77], whereby the verb to be understood is a predicative éore
and no comma should be placed at the end of the line. On this construal ¢ tells us what
the nature of the divine and the good consists in/has as its source, and no claims about
an everlasting nature are made. The great advantage of this interpretation is its ridding
Pyrrho of ‘an independent and eternally existing nature’ (Burnyeat, 88). Undeniably,
Pyrrho offers a positive rule of life, though qualified by ‘how it appears to me’, but
one he advances as a truth about himself (cf. the divine equipoise attributed to him in
D) and in such a way that it is also applicable to any man.

Reale [74], 308—9, has challenged this interpretation. None of his objections to
Burnyeat seem to us decisive. However, Reale’s own positive suggestions deserve
consideration, especially his observation of close parallels between Parmenides’
characterization of ‘what is’ and Pyrrho’s equipoise. Reale’s thesis in turn is criticized
by Stopper [63], 270—1, who advances the radical suggestion that ¢ did not originally
follow directly aftef 8, so that we have no idea of what Timon's Pyrrho said about the
divine and the good.

g ioétaros Note the rarely quoted epitaph of the Pyrrhonist Menecles, dating
from perhaps the 1st. century A.D., and found at Ali-Aga in Phocaea. We cite it from
Peek’s Griechische Vers-Inschriften 1.603: 6 1ds dod|d]s dyepwv dv ‘EAAdda | o
navrdmaow éfiodoas Tdv Ayw | kai rav drdpaxov év Bporois Beboas 684w |
Muppwviastas Mevexdéns 68 eip’ éydo.

F Cicero, Acad. 2.130 (Caizzi 694)

hos {sc. Eretriacos et Elios] si contemnimus et iam abiectos putamus, illos certe minus despicere
debemus: Aristonem, qui cum Zenonis fuisset auditor re probavit ea quae ille
verbis, nihil esse bonum nisi virtutem nec malum nisi quod virtuti esset
contrarium; in mediis ea momenta quae Zeno voluit nulla esse censuit. huic
summum bonum est in his rebus neutram in partem moveri, quae ddwadopia
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Early Pyrrhonism

ab ipso dicitur. Pyrrho autem ea ne sentire quidem sapientem, quae dwdfeta
nominatur.

6 dmdfea Asconius?: apati codd.

Context: part of Cicero’s refutation of Lucullus’ defence of Stoic/Antiochean ethics,
indicating all the schools’ disagreements.

Cicero invariably couples Pyrrtho with Aristo {(cf. also Caizzi 69p—Mm), and
frequently with the Stoic Herillus. This appears to be due to the Academic tradition,
according to which these three philosophers’ views on the summum bonum failed to fit
the Carneadea divisio (64E) because none of them specified any natural objective for
the mind’s primary impulse (cf. G-H). For Aristo and Herillus, cf. 58F-G, I, with
notes.

s—7 ddiagopia is applied to Pyrrho by D.L. 9.66, and dmdfeia by Aristocles (ap.
Euseb., Pr. ev. 14.18.18). Aristotle refers to dndfeia and 7pepia as virtues (EN 1.3,
1104b24); Pohlenz [76], 25, took these to allude to Pyrrho, but this is unconvincing;
cf. Democritus ap. D.L. 9.45. dmdfeia seems to begin its main ethical life with the
Cynics (cf. Polystratus, De contemptu 21), thereby entering Stoicism (cf. SVF 1.449,
3.144, 448 etc.). By the time of Cicero dmdfeia could be used interchangeably with
drapaéia. Hirzel [30], 1519, tried to argue that only drapaia expresses Pyrrho’s
ethical end, while Brochard [52], 589, defended dmdfeia as well. There is no reason
to exclude any of these terms: ddiagpopia, as the attitude of acknowledging no
differences of value; dmdfeia, as the absence of all emotional attachment; and
drapaéia, as the resulting freedom from disturbance.

G Cicero, Fin. 2.43 (Caizzi 698, part)

quae [sc. quae prima natura approbavit] quod Aristoni et Pyrrhoni omnino
visa sunt pro nihilo, ut inter optime valere et gravissime aegrotare nihil
prorsus dicerent interesse, recte iam pridem contra eos desitum est disputari.
dum enim in una virtute sic omnia esse voluerunt, ut eam rerum selectione
expoliarent nec ei quicquam, aut unde oriretur, darent, aut ubi niteretur,
virtutem ipsam, quam amplexabantur, sustulerunt.

1 quod Madvig: cum codd.

Contexr: survey of ethical ends.

For the originally Stoic concepts deployed here, see vol. 1, 357—9. If it is not
historically accurate to call Pyrrhonian tranquillity virtus, the error is understandable
in the light of E; and cf. 1B s, 9.

H Cicero, Fin. 4.43 (Caizzi 69c, part)

itaque mihi videntur omnes quidem illi errasse, qui finem bonorum esse
dixerunt honeste vivere, sed alius alio magis; Pyrrho scilicet maxime, qui
virtute constituta nihil omnino, quod appetendum sit, relinquat; deinde
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3 Timon’s polemics

Aristo, qui nihil relinquere non est ausus, introduxit autem, quibus commotus sapiens

appeteret aliquid, quodcumque in mentem incideret, et quodcumque tamquam occurreret.

Context: Cicero’s Antiochean criticism of Stoic ethics.
4—s On Aristo’s doctrine, cf. Ioppolo [346], 179-83.

I Athenaeus 3374 (Timon fr. 845, Caizzi 65)

/ A ¢ 4 » (X3 4 A ’ ~ 3 /’
maykddws 8¢ kal 6 Tlpwv édn “mavrwv puév mpdriora kakav émbuuio
IaRal

€oTi.
Context: Athenaeus probably found this line in a gnomologium (cf. Caizzi ad loc.);
Timon’s Indalmoi (cf. E) would be suitable for its original context, and similarly for
that of the half-line in J. See Burnyeat [77], 80—92, for discussion of the conceptual
connexions between I-J and E.

The harmfulnessof émifupia is a stock theme both of popular morality (cf. Dover,
Greek popular morality, 208—9) and of Greek philosophical ethics. In particular, early
Pyrrhonism could invoke the support of Democritus (cf. 68 B 70, 223, 236, 284 DK)
and the Cynics (cf. Diogenes frr. 152—246 Giannantoni [36]).

J Sextus Empiricus, M. 11.164 (Timon fr. 846, Caizzi 66, part)

U0 TUPdYYR TTOTE yeviLevos kal TV dppiTwy Tt moEly dvaykalduevos 7 ovy mopevel To

mpoorarTépevor, dAX’ éxolaiov éXeitar Bdvarov, 1) pedywy Tas Pacdvovs moujoet 10
, . s, 663 \ v ’ » 1 v ’ 33y

Ke/\evoyevov, OUTW T€ OUKETL ad)v‘yns‘ KOl QVALPETOS €GTAL kaTa TOV TL[.I.UJVG., aAda

70 pév éAeitar, 700 8’ dmooTioeTar.

Context: Sextus is stating the objection to Pyrrhonism that suspension of judgement is

inconsistent with the firm choices the victim of a tyrant would make. Cf. 58F 4 for
Aristo’s rejoinder to the tyrant case.

3 Timon’s polemics

A Diogenes Laertius 9.111 (Timon fr. 775)

-~ A Ie ’ 3> /. 3 k3 €t " A Aol 4 ~ \
v 8¢ ZidAwv Tpla éotiy, év ols s dv oremTikds wv mdvTas Aobopel kal
cgtlaiver Tovs Soyuarikovs év mapwdias €idet. dv TO pév mpaTov

t] / o \ < /7 \ ) / \ ’ 3 ’
avTodulynTov éxel Tiv épunvelav, T 8¢ SevTepov kal TpiTov év 8iardyov

/7 14 ~ R 14 — 4 A ’ \
axhuati. ¢aiverar yobv dvakpivwv Zevoddvny Tov Koloddwiov mepi
éxdaTwy, 6 8’ adT@ Supyovuerds éoTi kal év uév T7H Sevtépw mepl TV
apxaiotépwr, év 3¢ TG Tpitw mepl TAV VoTépwy Sbev 87 atrd Twes al
"Enidoyov éméypapav. 7O 0€ mpdTov TaDTA TEpéxel mpdypata, TANY 6T
povompdowmds éotw 1) moinais: dpxn 8’ avTd Nder “éomere viv pot oot
modvmpdypovés éate copioral.”

Context: life of Timon.

4 Xenophanes is the subject of Timon frr. 833—4.

8—9 The pejorative invocation of all ‘intellectuals’ is a parody of Homer, II.
2.484, and Hesiod, Theog. 114.

9 mwoAumpdypoves Contrast Pyrrho’s dwpaypooivy, 2C 1.
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Early Pyrrhonism
B Aristocles (Eusebius, Pr. ev. 14.18.28; Timon fr. 785, Caizzi 484, part)

avos [sc. [Toppwv] 8’ SaTepov TobTov Tov Tidov meptBarlduevos kai kaldw drvdov éavrov
ob8év &v ypadi) katéhmev. éyévero 8¢ pabnris adrob Tiuwv Phidoios, 5s 16 pév mparrov
éxopevey év Tois Bedrpois, émetta 8’ évTuxwy adTd ouvéypader dpyaréas mapwdias kal
BwpoAdxous, év als BeBracdriunke mdvras Tovs mdbmore drrocodioavras. obros yap v &
Tovs ZiAdovs ypdihas xai Mywv- “oxérdoc dvpwmor, kdx’ EXéyyea, yaorépes olov, | Tolwr S
éx 7’ épiBuwv éx Te arovaydw mémdacte” kal- ‘dvlpwmor kevels oljaios éumAeot
&UKOL’.”
3 mapwdias ON: rpaywdias I°
Context: polemical account of Pyrrho and Timon.

5—6 oxérhior . .. wémhaole=Timon fr. 784, with the second line a virtual
quotation of Empedocles 31 B 124.2 DK.

6 xevet}s oinotos  Cf. 1C 10; 2C 4, and for further instances of xevds in Timon,
frr. 794—5. doxoi Cf. Lloyd-Jones/Parsons [66] ad loc.

C Sextus Empiricus, M. 9.57 (Timon fr. 779)

wéuvnrac 8¢ Tavrys Tis {oToplas kal Tiuwy & PAidoros év 76 Sevrépw Taw SidAwy Taira

Sieepyduevos:

Ié -~
{16)7€ Kai perémeira codraTv
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Zwkpatikov mivwy Yuxpoy mérov "Alda 8im. 10
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codd. 7 €i Bekker: of codd. 10 "’A{da Ménage: -8: codd. 8vn Mecineke: 80y codd.

For the anecdote and its context, cf. D.L. 9.51-2. In Timon fr. 821 Protagoras is
described as épilépevar €b elddss; cf. B 6, D, and contrast Pyrrho at 2C-D.

D Diogenes Laertius 2.107 {Timon fr. 802)
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Context: Eucleides’ logic-chopping.
3 $Aedévwv  Also applied to Antisthenes, Timon fr. 811. Such consistency in
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